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 1 
Health visitor feedback on a structured, behavioural training for working with 1 
families of children with behaviour problems. 2 
 3 
Abstract 4 
Childhood behaviour problems are a growing concern and can be particularly 5 
challenging for parents and health visitors are ideally placed to provide support. The 6 
Enhancing Parenting Skills (EPaS) programme is a structured, home-based, 7 
behavioural intervention designed for parents of children reporting significant levels 8 
of behaviour problems. This study reports on health visitor feedback following 9 
training and implementation of the EPaS programme with families. Thirty-seven 10 
health visitors enrolled on the training and 29 delivered the intervention with a family. 11 
Health visitors reported varying levels of current use of behavioural techniques, such 12 
as parent-child observations and designing record sheets for parents, and confidence 13 
in using the techniques. Following training, significantly more health visitors reported 14 
feeling confident that behavioural techniques are useful for working with families. 15 
Feedback was very positive with all reporting that they would continue to use the 16 
techniques in their day-to-day work. Some suggested that additional support/ 17 
supervision from clinical psychologists would have been helpful. The EPaS 18 
programme is a potentially useful course for teaching core behavioural techniques that 19 
are known to be effective in working with families of children with behaviour 20 
problems. 21 
Keywords: health visitor; child behaviour; families; training; early intervention 22 
 23 
Introduction 24 
Childhood behavioural problems, such as sleeping and eating disturbances, non-25 
compliance, and regulatory problems, are increasing in the UK (British Medical 26 
Association [BMA], 2013) and children’s early environments affect the development 27 
of these problems. Furthermore, once established, they predict long-term, lifelong, 28 
difficulties (Shonkoff et al. 2012). Several risk factors have been identified including 29 
socio-economic disadvantage, however poor parenting is the key risk factor for these 30 
problems (Farrington and Welsh, 2007). Early intervention, specifically parenting 31 
support has repeatedly demonstrated effective ways of addressing these problems 32 
(National Collaborating Centre for Mental Health [NCCMH], 2013).  33 
 34 
 2 
Health visitors are UK public health practitioners who provide a universal service to 1 
families with children under five years of age and targeted services for more 2 
vulnerable families (Cowley et al., 2015). The three core practices of health visitors 3 
are home visiting, relationship formation, and health needs assessments (Whittaker, 4 
2014; Malone et al. 2016). Home visiting is essential for being able to tailor 5 
intervention for families’ needs (Doi et al. 2017). A strong, trusting relationship is of 6 
utmost importance when working with families (Myors et al. 2014; Whittaker, 2014), 7 
especially when introducing targeted services (Marshall et al. 2014).  8 
 9 
Health visitors have always provided advice for parents (Doi et al. 2017; Hogg et al. 10 
2013a) and are ideally placed to deliver interventions for children with behaviour 11 
problems (Myors et al. 2014; Cowley et al. 2013). Parents report positively on the 12 
health visiting services and especially value their knowledgeable advice on parenting, 13 
child behaviour and development (Brook and Salmon, 2017). It is of concern, 14 
therefore, that many parents report reducing service levels over recent years with less 15 
visits from health visitors, less time to support families, and high rates of staff 16 
turnover (Brook and Salmon, 2017; Glasper, 2017; Whittaker et al. 2015). This 17 
appears to be due to increasing caseloads, more complex cases, and public health 18 
funding cuts (Appleton and Sidebotham, 2018; Glasper, 2017). Parental concerns 19 
about their child’s behaviour is a strong predictor for increased service use putting 20 
increasing pressure on the health visiting service (Wilson et al. 2013). Health visitors 21 
are reporting large and growing caseloads of children with behaviour difficulties. 22 
Wilson et al. (2008a) found that 34% of health visitors had 10 or more child 23 
psychological, emotional and behavioural cases in their current caseloads, the most 24 
common problems being externalising behaviour problems. They also report spending 25 
a lot of time dealing with these cases, with 20% spending more than four hours a 26 
week with families of children with behaviour problems (Wilson et al. 2008a). 27 
Working with children aged 3-5 years is more time-consuming and complex than 28 
infants (Myors et al. 2014). Many report feeling ill-equipped in assessing the parent-29 
child relationship and want more training (Kristensen et al. 2017; McAtamney, 2011; 30 
Wilson et al. 2008b). 31 
 32 
The most effective evidence-based interventions to address child problem behaviour 33 
incorporate behaviour management strategies based on social learning theory, which 34 
 3 
suggests that people learn through observing others (Furlong et al. 2012; NCCMH, 1 
2013). A number of health visitor-led interventions for parents of children with 2 
behaviour problems (e.g. conduct problems, hyperactivity, sleeping and eating 3 
problems) have been reported, however evaluations have tended to have small 4 
samples and are frequently conducted within one service setting (e.g. see reviews by 5 
Public Health England, 2015; Whittaker, 2014; Cowley et al. 2013). 6 
 7 
The Enhancing Parenting Skills Programme  8 
In 2002, Lane and Hutchings examined the effectiveness of training for health visitors 9 
in a behaviour management programme for parents of children with challenging 10 
behaviour. This was named the Enhancing Parenting Skills (EPaS) programme. EPaS 11 
has three core components: assessment tools and skills; case analysis strategies; and 12 
intervention components incorporating core parenting skills. Following the training, 13 
health visitors reported increased knowledge of behavioural terminology and use of 14 
specific behavioural techniques. The content and usefulness of EPaS training was 15 
rated positively for their work with families (Lane and Hutchings, 2002). However, 16 
EPaS was an intensive course with health visitors attending 12 weekly half-day 17 
sessions. Attendance was high however it became clear that it is no longer considered 18 
feasible due to increasing demands on health visitors (Cowley et al. 2015). 19 
 20 
In 2012, EPaS was revised for wide-scale dissemination. The training was 21 
restructured and delivered in two full days with a greatly expanded manual. The new 22 
format was trialled across Wales with early intervention staff, from a variety of 23 
backgrounds and found to be feasible. A small number of staff (n = 10) delivered the 24 
programme to a family and collected pre- and post-intervention measures, which 25 
showed promising results (Hutchings and Williams, 2013). Feedback from attendees 26 
was that two days was insufficient to cover the whole programme and some staff 27 
lacked essential knowledge in child development. In 2014 the training was extended 28 
to three days, one for each programme component (assessment, case analysis, and 29 
intervention) and the material and resources expanded to include videotaped 30 
recordings of parent-child interactions. In addition, the programme returned to its 31 
initial focus on health visitors because their knowledge of child development enables 32 
them to deliver the programme effectively. 33 
  34 
 4 
Aim of Current Study 1 
The aim of this study is to report participant feedback regarding the usefulness of the 2 
training, and various course components, of the revised EPaS training with health 3 
visitors in north Wales and Shropshire. A separate paper reports on the benefits to 4 






This study used a pre-post questionnaire design to evaluate the usefulness of the 11 
revised EPaS training programme. Health visitors were asked to complete a number 12 
of questionnaires (see measures section) before commencing the EPaS training course 13 
and following the conclusion of their work with a family.  14 
 15 
Ethical approval 16 
Informed consent was obtained from each participating health visitor. Ethical 17 
approval was granted by the North Wales Research Ethics Committee (application 18 
number 14/WA/0187). 19 
 20 
Participants 21 
Thirty-seven health visitors undertook the EPaS training. The inclusion criterion was 22 
that they had a Specialist Community Public Health Nursing qualification. There were 23 
no exclusion criteria. Health visitors were asked to identify two families from their 24 
caseloads to take part in the study. Families were eligible if they had a child aged 25 
between 30 and 60 months who scored above the clinical cut-off on the Eyberg Child 26 
Behaviour Inventory (ECBI; Eyberg, 1980). This is a well-established child behaviour 27 
assessment which is recommended for use to identify children with established 28 
patterns of behaviour problems (Public Health England, 2015). Of the 37 health 29 
visitors who attended the training, only 29 (78.4%) worked with one randomly 30 
allocated family to whom they delivered the intervention in the first instance. A 31 
variety of reasons were given by those who did not recruit two families including lack 32 




Two questionnaires were used to collect pre and post data: The EPaS baseline 2 
questionnaire was developed as part of the EPaS programme and was used to assess 3 
the health visitors’ use of behavioural techniques before commencing the training. 4 
The questionnaire consisted of two sections: 1) current frequency of use of nine 5 
specific behavioural intervention techniques and strategies in their work with children 6 
and families. Some of the techniques included parent-child observations, designing 7 
record sheets for parents, and discussing specific factors in the home environment that 8 
may be affecting the parent-child relationship; 2) their confidence in their knowledge 9 
and ability to apply this approach. The questionnaire was completed during the first 10 
session of the EPaS training (before commencement of the training). 11 
  12 
The EPaS feedback questionnaire (also developed as part of the EPaS programme) 13 
was used to gather health visitors’ feedback on the training after completing the EPaS 14 
programme with a family. The questionnaire consists of three sections: 1) views on 15 
how helpful the course teaching was on various components; 2) confidence in their 16 
knowledge and ability to apply the EPaS approach; 3) general feedback on the course. 17 
There was also an option to give any further feedback. The questionnaire was 18 
completed by health visitors after they finished delivering the programme with a 19 
family and returned to the research team through the post or email. 20 
 21 
Procedures 22 
Health visitors completed three days of training, each approximately one month apart. 23 
An experienced clinician (second author) who developed the EPaS programme 24 
conducted the training. Each day of training corresponded to the three phases of the 25 
programme:  26 
1) assessment phase – introduces a standard assessment procedure that includes a 27 
range of tools including questionnaires, interview schedules, and observation skills. 28 
These were used to collect information about the family, their current circumstances, 29 
specific child problem behaviours, child’s skills and strengths, and parents’ goals;  30 
2) case analysis phase – teaches how to produce a case analysis based on the 31 
information collected in the assessment sessions. A case analysis is an aid to 32 
understanding the problem, its history and current function, the assets available in the 33 
situation that will support change, and potential short and longer-term goals for 34 
 6 
parents. 1 
3) intervention phase – introduces effective intervention strategies that parents could 2 
use to achieve their short and longer-term goals. These include core parenting skills, 3 
such as praise and rewards for behaviours parents want to see more of, ignoring 4 
unwanted behaviours, setting limits for the child, and time-out. Parents are asked to 5 
keep simple records about their efforts to achieve weekly goals that clarify whether 6 
the intervention strategies are effective. 7 
 8 
All intervention resources were provided including a detailed training manual, 9 
assessment tools for information-gathering sessions, and packs of carbonated paper 10 
for drawing up record sheets and writing weekly targets for families. When delivered 11 
with a parent, the programme takes approximately 12 sessions to complete, depending 12 
on the complexity of the problem(s) being targeted (3 assessment sessions, 1 case 13 
analysis feedback, and 6-8 intervention sessions). These would normally be conducted 14 
weekly but it was up to the health visitors to arrange appropriate times to conduct 15 




Demographic Data 20 
Participating health visitors had a mean age of 42 years and all were female. The 21 
number of years working as a health visitor was varied with a median of four years 22 
but ranging from a few months to 30 years. Eleven (29.7%) were newly qualified and 23 
had been working as a health visitor for no more than one year. 24 
 25 
Current Use of Behavioural Techniques 26 
Health visitors were asked about their current use of behavioural techniques. Table 1 27 
reports numbers and percentages for health visitors that used the techniques always or 28 
often. Table 1 also provides a comparison with data from Lane & Hutchings (2002). 29 
Health visitors reported varying rates of the different techniques in their work with 30 
families. Most often used were teaching parents to reinforce alternative behaviours 31 
(75.7%) and discussing specific factors in the home environment (83.8%). Compared 32 
to Lane and Hutchings (2002) the least used technique was providing written 33 
 7 
summaries of homework tasks (10.8%) however overall, health visitors in the current 1 
trial reported similar levels of use for the other techniques. 2 
 3 
Table 1  4 
Baseline questionnaire results 5 
Use of behavioural techniques1 Lane & 
Hutchings (2002) 
(N = 11) 
n (%) 
All 
(N = 37) 
n (%) 
Record what is happening during 
observation 
3 (27) 19 (51.3) 
Design record sheets and ask to keep 
records 
6 (55) 12 (32.4) 
Provide written summary homework 
tasks 
5 (45) 4 (10.8) 
Provide written agreements for 
specific goals 
2 (18) 5 (13.5) 
Provide star charts and record sheets 5 (45) 15 (40.5) 
Use observation/records to 
determine what works best as best 
reinforcement and punishment 
4 (36) 11 (29.7) 
Provide specific feedback based on 
observations/records 
7 (64) 21 (56.7) 
Teach to reinforce alternative 
behaviour 
6 (55) 28 (75.7) 
Discuss specific factors in home 
environment 
7 (64) 31 (83.8) 
Mean use of techniques 5.0 (45) 16.2 (44) 
1 Represent those who answered ‘always’ and ‘often’  6 
 7 
Confidence in Using Techniques 8 
Health visitors were asked, before and after attending the course, how confident they 9 
were that behavioural approaches were helpful to families; that they had sufficient 10 
 8 
knowledge to use behavioural techniques with families; and in implementing 1 
behavioural programmes (see Table 2). Prior to training, over half (59.5%) felt 2 
confident that behavioural approaches were helpful to families with 37.8% giving a 3 
neutral response and one feeling unconfident. Responses to the other two questions 4 
were mixed with 40.5% feeling confident that they had sufficient knowledge and in 5 
implementing behavioural programmes. Many health visitors use their own 6 
experiences to inform their professional practices (McAtamney, 2011), therefore the 7 
mixed responses may be due to the range of experience of the health visitors in the 8 
sample where 29.7% were newly qualified. 9 
 10 
Eighteen (62.1%) health visitors had both baseline and follow-up data (see Table 3) 11 
and all had delivered EPaS programme with a family. There was a significant change 12 
in confidence with 100% reporting that behavioural approaches were useful to 13 
families (p < .001). For the two other questions, there were mean increases in 14 
knowledge and confidence but these did not reach clinical significance. 15 
 16 
Health Visitor Feedback on EPaS Course 17 
After completing the course, health visitors were asked for feedback regarding several 18 
aspects of the course, including the teaching of behavioural techniques and general 19 
feedback. Eighteen health visitors (62.1%) who had identified and worked with 20 
families returned the feedback questionnaire (see Table 4).  21 
 22 
Feedback was very positive with 90.5% rating the teaching of all behavioural 23 
techniques as ‘very helpful’ or ‘a little helpful’. The general course feedback was 24 
positive with all respondents reporting that they would continue to use the course 25 
methods. The majority (88.9%) were satisfied with the written material. For the 26 
overall course, 72.2% were satisfied and two-thirds (66.7%) would recommend it to a 27 








Table 2 1 
Baseline levels of confidence 2 
Confidence All (N = 37) 
Behavioural approach 
useful to families 
n (%) 
Confident 22 (59.5) 
Neutral 14 (37.8) 
Unconfident 1 (2.0) 
Sufficient knowledge 
to use techniques 
n (%) 
Confident 15 (40.5) 
Neutral 13 (35.1) 




Confident 15 (40.5) 
Neutral 12 (32.4) 

















Table 3  1 
Change in confidence 2 
Confidence Baseline (N = 18) Follow-up (N = 18) p 
Behavioural approach useful 
to families 
n (%) n (%)  
Confident 11 (61.1) 18 (100) < .001* 
Neutral 7 (38.9) 0  
Unconfident 0 0  
Sufficient knowledge to use 
techniques 
n (%) n (%)  
Confident 6 (33.3) 12 (66.7) .082 
Neutral 8 (44.4) 5 (27.8)  
Unconfident 4 (22.2) 1 (5.5)  
Implementing behavioural 
programmes 
n (%) n (%)  
Confident 7 (38.9) 12 (66.7) .259 
Neutral 8 (44.4) 6 (33.3)  
Unconfident 3 (16.7) 0  
















Table 4  1 
Feedback on course (N = 18) 2 
Teaching of behavioural techniques on course Helpful1 
n (%) 
Record what is happening during observation 18 (100) 
Design record sheets and ask to keep records 18 (100) 
Provide written summary homework tasks 15 (83.3) 
Set homework tasks in reading 14 (77.8) 
Provide written agreements for specific goals 17 (94.4) 
Provide star charts and record sheets 14 (77.8) 
Use observation/records to determine what works best as 
best reinforcement and punishment 
17 (94.4) 
Provide specific feedback based on observations/records 16 (88.9) 
Teach to reinforce alternative behaviour 17 (94.4) 
Discuss specific factors in home environment 17 (94.4) 
Course feedback n (%) 
Overall course  
Satisfied 13 (72.2) 
Neutral 4 (22.2) 
Dissatisfied 1 (5.6) 
Written material provided  
Satisfied 16 (88.9) 
Neutral 2 (11.1) 
Continue to use methods  
Likely 18 (100) 
Recommend to colleague  
Likely 12 (66.7) 
Neutral 4 (22.2) 
Unlikely 2 (11.1) 





Eleven (61.1%) of the 18 health visitors wrote additional comments at the end of the 1 
questionnaire. Six (54.5%) were positive comments about the course. One health 2 
visitor described the course as excellent and that it “[gave] me and the parents a 3 
framework to tackle behavioural problems”. Another referred to the course as 4 
“Powerful stuff” and liked the fact that “The tools provided … [were] flexible and 5 
can be tailored to each individual child and family.”. These health visitors were 6 
satisfied with the overall course and were likely to recommend to a colleague. One 7 
health visitor (9%) gave negative feedback and were dissatisfied with the course. She 8 
“felt that 99% of the time we saw [the trainer] we discussed cases in detail but hardly 9 
ever looking at how to actually manage behaviour.”. The course was run in a group 10 
setting and even though every effort was given to discuss individual cases, it was not 11 
always possible to discuss all the cases in a session. This suggests that additional 12 
support from clinical psychologists working within the health service would be 13 
helpful when implementing the EPaS programme with a family. The need for 14 
additional support was highlighted by three (27.3%) health visitors. Two health 15 
visitors (18.2%) suggested that their ability to implement the programme effectively 16 
depended on characteristics of their families, highlighting that it was “Difficult to 17 
engage high need families consistently to follow EPaS”. Another suggested that the 18 
course may be more suited to experienced health visitors since “… you needed some 19 
experience in behaviour management to work out what methods to use with a family, 20 
as most of the forms were for collecting information.”. 21 
 22 
Discussion 23 
Health visitors have reported the need for more training in assessing the parent-child 24 
relationship (Kristensen et al., 2017). The current study supports this with some health 25 
visitors reporting feeling unconfident in using behavioural techniques with families, 26 
including using observation assessments. The first phase of the EPaS programme 27 
teaches participants how to use assessment tools to collect information about a family. 28 
After the course, health visitors reported increased confidence in using the techniques 29 
and generally rated them as helpful. All health visitors reported that they would 30 
continue to use the methods suggesting that the programme increased health visitor 31 
knowledge and use of core behavioural skills that are important in addressing chi ld 32 
behaviour problems (NCCMH, 2013). 33 
 34 
 13 
The need for clinical supervision from clinical psychologists was highlighted in the 1 
post-course feedback. Clinical supervision is an important part of effective 2 
programme implementation and is recommended by the Royal College Nursing 3 
(2014). For the current study, clinical supervision from local clinical psychologists 4 
was planned but, due to scheduling difficulties, this did not happen. Future research 5 
should explore the feasibility of adding clinical supervision. 6 
 7 
Limitations 8 
The main limitation of this study is the small sample size. Thirty-seven health visitors 9 
enrolled onto the training, of whom only 29 identified two families. Another 10 
limitation is the lack of follow-up evidence for actual use of behavioural skills. It 11 
would be interesting to see whether the rate of use of techniques changed following 12 
course attendance. It would have also been more informative to conduct qualitative 13 
interviews with the health visitors. 14 
 15 
Conclusion 16 
Health visitors were not using many of the known evidence-based effective 17 
behavioural techniques at baseline and felt ill-equipped to use them suggesting a 18 
potential gap in training. The EPaS programme is a potentially useful course for 19 
health visitors that teaches core behavioural techniques that have been shown to be 20 
essential in working with parents to reduce child behaviour problems (Public Health 21 
England, 2015; NCCMH, 2013). Providing health visitors with a structured evidence-22 
based programme, tailored to individual family needs, could decrease the time spent 23 
on these cases but more works needs to be conducted to explore its feasibility and 24 
effectiveness within the health visiting service. 25 
 26 
Acknowledgements 27 
The authors would like to thank all of the health visitors and families who participated 28 









Appleton JV, Sidebotham P (2018) Promoting best practice in assessment and 3 
intervention: The challenges of working in times of cutbacks and change. Child Abuse 4 
Review 27: 91-6. 5 
 6 
British Medical Association [BMA] (2013) Growing up in the UK: Ensuring a 7 
healthy future for our children. London, UK: BMA Board of Science. 8 
 9 
Brook J, Salmon D (2017) A qualitative study exploring parental perspectives and 10 
involvement in health visiting services during the Health Visitor Implementation Plan 11 
in the South West of England. Health and Social Care in the Community 25(2): 349-12 
56. 13 
 14 
Cowley S, Whittaker K, Grigulis A, Malone M, Donetto S, Wood H, Morrow E, 15 
Maben J (2013) Why health visiting? A review of the literature about key health 16 
visitor interventions, processes and outcomes for children and families. National 17 
Nursing Research Unit: London. 18 
 19 
Cowley S, Whittaker K, Malone M, Donetto S, Grigulis A, Maben J (2015) Why 20 
health visiting? Examining the potential public health benefits from health visiting 21 
practice within a universal service: A narrative review of the literature. International 22 
Journal of Nursing Studies 52: 465-80. 23 
 24 
Doi L, Jepson R, Hardie S (2017) Realist evaluation of an enhanced health visiting 25 
programme. PLoS ONE 12(7): e0180569. 26 
 27 
Eyberg S (1980) Eyberg Child Behaviour Inventory. Journal of Clinical Child 28 
Psychology 9: 22-8. 29 
 30 
Farrington D, Welsh BC (2007) Saving children from a life of crime: early risk 31 
factors and effective interventions. New York, NY: Oxford University Press. 32 
 33 
 15 
Furlong M, McGilloway S, Bywater T, Hutchings J, Smith SM, Donnelly M (2012) 1 
Behavioural and cognitive-behavioural group-based parenting programmes for early-2 
onset conduct problems in children aged 3 to 12 years (Cochrane review). Cochrane 3 
Database for Systematic Reviews 2:1-362. 4 
 5 
Glasper A (2017) Are health visiting and school nursing in crisis? British Journal of 6 
Nursing 26(14): 826-7. 7 
 8 
Hogg R, Ritchie D, de Kok B, Wood C, Huby G (2013a) Parenting support for 9 
families with young children – a public health, user-focused study undertaken in a 10 
semi-rural are of Scotland. Journal of Clinical Nursing 22: 1140-50. 11 
 12 
Hutchings J, Williams ME (2013) Report on the staff training project to support 13 
children with developmental challenges funded by the Waterloo Foundation. Bangor 14 
University, UK: Children’s Early Intervention Trust. 15 
 16 
Hutchings J, Lane E, Kelly J (2004) Comparison of two treatments for children with 17 
severely disruptive behaviours: A four-year follow-up. Behavioural and Cognitive 18 
Psychotherapy, 32: 15-30. 19 
 20 
Hutchings J, Appleton P, Smith M, Lane E, Nash S (2002) Evaluation of two 21 
treatments for children with severe behaviour problems: Child behaviour and maternal 22 
mental health outcomes. Behavioural and Cognitive Psychotherapy, 30: 279-95. 23 
 24 
Kristensen IH, Trillingsgaard T, Simonsen M, Kronborg H (2017) Are health visitors’ 25 
observations of early parent-infant interactions reliable? A cross-sectional design. 26 
Infant Mental Health Journal 38(2): 276-88.  27 
 28 
Lane E, Hutchings J (2002) Benefits of a course in behavioural analysis for health 29 
visitors. British Journal of Nursing 11: 702-14. 30 
 31 
Malone M, Whittaker KA, Cowley S, Ezhova I, Maben J (2016) Health visitor 32 
education for today’s Britain: Messages from a narrative review of the health visitor 33 
literature. Nurse Education Today 44: 175-86. 34 
 16 
 1 
Marshall JL, Green JM, Spiby H (2014) Parents’ views on how health professionals 2 
should work with them now to get the best for their child in the future. Health 3 
Expectations 17: 477-87. 4 
 5 
McAtamney R (2011) Health visitors’ perceptions of their role in assessing parent-6 
infant relationships. Community Practitioner 84(8): 33-7. 7 
 8 
Myors KA, Schmied V, White E (2014) Child and family health nurses working with 9 
families of preschool-aged children. Journal of Clinical Nursing 23: 181-90. 10 
 11 
National Collaborating Centre for Mental Health [NCCMH] (2013). Antisocial 12 
behaviour and conduct disorders in children and young people: The NICE guideline 13 
on recognition, intervention, and management (No. 158). Leicester, UK: RCPsych 14 
Publications. 15 
 16 
Public Health England (2015) Rapid review to update evidence for the Healthy Child 17 
Programme 0-5: Summary. Public Health England: London. 18 
 19 
Royal College of Nursing (2014). Children and young people’s mental health – every 20 
nurse’s business: RCN guidance for nursing staff. London, UK: Royal College of 21 
Nursing. 22 
 23 
Shonkoff JP, Garner AS, Siegel BS, Dobbins MI, Earls MF, McGuinn L, Pascoe J, 24 
Wood DL (2012) The lifelong effects of early childhood adversity and toxic stress. 25 
Pediatrics 129: e232-e246. 26 
 27 
Whittaker K (2014) Supporting parents and parenting practices: the health visiting 28 
context. Journal of Health Visiting 2(5): 250-9. 29 
 30 
Whittaker K, Malone M, Cowley S, Grigulis A, Nicholson C, Maben J (2015) Making 31 
a difference for children and families: an appreciative inquiry of health visitor values 32 




Williams ME (2017) Evaluation of the Enhancing Parenting Skills programme: a 2 
pragmatic, pilot randomised controlled trial (PhD thesis). Bangor University: 3 
Bangor, UK. 4 
 5 
Wilson P, Furnivall J, Barbour RS, Connelly G, Bryce G, Phin L, Stallard A (2008a) 6 
The work of health visitors and school nurses with children with psychological and 7 
behavioural problems. Journal of Advanced Nursing 61: 445-55. 8 
 9 
Wilson P, Barbour RS, Graham C, Currie M, Puckering C, Minnis H (2008b) Health 10 
visitors’ assessments of parent-child relationships: A focus group study. International 11 
Journal of Nursing Studies 45: 1137-47. 12 
 13 
Wilson C, Hogg R, Henderson M, Wilson P (2013) Patterns of primary care service 14 
use by families with young children. Family Practice 30: 679-94. 15 
